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case it is pretty certain that by this time Spinoza himself had elaborated the doctrine of Civil Society, expounded in Chaps. XVI. XVII. of his Theologico-political Treatise; for it forms the basis of that defence of free-thinking in Chap. XX. which is universally regarded as a part of his reply to the decree of excommunication1. It was apparently for the resident pupil at Rhijnsburg (most likely Albert Burgh, a pompous youth who became Romanist, and tried to convert his heretical instructor2), that Spinoza analysed the first book of Descartes' Principia, and reduced it to geometrical form; afterwards (1663) publishing it, with the second similarly treated, and with an appendix of Cogitata Metaphysica, as the vehicle of his own independent reflections. It is curious to find, in this supplement, a strenuous defence of free-will, as inseparable from the nature of the human soul; and also, twice over, the balanced statement, that the necessity of the Divine decrees and the liberty of the human will are both alike certain, and yet irreconcilable3, though we know from his ' Short Treatise' that he had for.some years been a complete determinist. Meyer's excuse for him4 that, having engaged to instruct his pupil in Cartesianism, he was bound in honour not to criticise his text-book, presents him in the false light of a truly servile teacher; and, even if it held good for the mere personal relations of the hour, can have no application to a book revised and completed for public use ; for whatever engagement there is between author and reader, is surely a promise not of disguise but of simple truth-telling.
is Liicii Antistii Constantis de jure Ecclesiasticorum. Alethopoli. Ap. C. Val. Pennatum. Its aim is to show that the rights attributed to the clergy are fictitious, and that sovereigns and magistrates are supreme.
1  Graetz reckons the composition of the Theol.-pol. treatise as part of the work on which Spinoza was engaged between 1660 and 1664 (X. p. 178).    This is probably correct with regard to the theoretical outline of the treatise ; but the more special Biblical part was evidently occupying him in the year following.   See Ep. XXIX.
2  Epp. LXVII, LXXVI.
3  Cogit. Metaph. II. cap. xii. (Vol. II. pp. 502-505) ; I. iii. (Vol. II. p. 471); II. xi. (Vol. II. p. 500).
4  Preface (Vol. II. pp. 377, 378).